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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: RCE amendment filed 8/29/2005. 

2. Claims 1-24 are pending in the case. Claims 1, 9, and 17 are independent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 1, 5-9, 13-17, and 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jacobson et al. (hereinafter "Jacobson"), US 5,970,489 filed 5/20/1997 in 
view of Fields et al. (hereinafter "Fields"), US 6,338,059 Bl filed 12/17/1998, 

Regarding independent claims 1, 9, and 17, Jacobson teaches providing an index server 
maintaining a permanent but dynamic index to hypertext transmission protocol pages and 
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employing a hierarchical plurality of topic categories whose contents are maintained and updated 
by the index server in fig. 1, col. 1 lines 52-63, and col. 2 line 33 - col. 3 line 50. Jacobson 
teaches permitting a user to specify any subset of the plurality of topic categories in fig. 1, 2, col. 
3 line 1 - col. 5 line 15. Jacobson teaches a user controlling information permitting execution of 
searches of the index server in any category of the subset but only categories of the subset in fig. 
3, col. 5 lines 16-46, and col. 8 line 3 - col. 1 1 line 26. 

Jacobson does not teach adding the search information into a link that can be 
incoiporated into a hypertext transmission protocol page. Fields does teach adding search 
information into a link that can be incorporated into a hypertext transmission protocol page in 
col 1 line 65 - col. 2 line 17 and col. 3 lines 5-22. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the ait at the time the invention was made to have combined Jacobson and 
Fields to have created the claimed invention. It would have been obvious and desirable to have 
implemented the user-definable region-set focused, keyword searching of Jacobson into a 
hyperlink as taught by Fields to have facilitated a user's search of an index as taught by Fields in 
col. 2 line 1-6 and col 5 lines 26-33 and as taught by Jacobson in col. 1 lines 43-49 and col. 1 1 
lines 19-27. 

Regarding dependent claims 5, 13, and 21, Jacobson teaches allowing the user to 
rename one or more categories of the subset as it will appear on the hypertext transmission 
protocol page controlled by the user in fig. 1, 2, and col. 3 line 1 - col. 5 line 15. 

Regarding dependent claims 6, 14, and 22, Jacobson teaches allowing the user to 
rearrange hierarchicalization of one or more categories of the subset as it will appear on the 
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hypertext transmission protocol page controlled by the user in fig. 1, 2, and col. 3 line 1 - col. 5 
line 15. 

Regarding dependent claims 7, 15, and 23, Jacobson teaches permitting the user within 
a branch of a hierarchy of categories to either include or exclude subcategories in the branch or 
both in fig. 1, 2, and col. 3 line 1 - col. 5 line 15. 

Regarding dependent claims 8, 16, and 24, Jacobson teaches wherein the user may 
specify any subset of the plurality of topic categories by the user at any time, whereby the 
information is dynamically updated to correspond to the new subset in fig. 1, 2, and col. 3 line 1 
- col. 5 line 15. 

5. Claims 2-4, 10-12, and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jacobson et al. (hereinafter "Jacobson"), US 5,970,489 filed 5/20/1997 in 
view of Fields et al. (hereinafter "Fields"), US 6,338,059 Bl 12/17/1998 as applied to claims 
1, 9, and 17 above, and further in view of Kelley et al. (hereinafter "Kelley"), US 6,209,007 
Bl filed 11/26/1997. 

Regarding dependent claims 2, 10, and 18, Jacob teaches permitting a user to search 
and adjust one or more categories of the subset of pages maintained by the index server in fig. 1, 
col. 1 lines 52-63, and col. 2 line 33 - col 3 line 50. Jacobson does not teach permitting the user 
to propose addition of a hypertext transmission protocol page to the index server in conjunction 
with one or more categories of the subset and automatically adding the proposed page to the 
index server wherein the user can search the proposed page via the link information and wherein 
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initially other users will not search the proposed page even if searching the proposed one or more 
categories. 

Kelley teaches permitting a user to propose addition of hypertext transmission protocol 
page to an index server and automatically adding the proposed page to the index server wherein 
the user can search the proposed page via the link information and wherein initially other users 
will not search the proposed page in fig. 10, col. 4 lines 19-23, and col. 9 lines 22-24. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
combined the teachings of Jacobson, Fields, and Kelley to have created the claimed invention. It 
would have been obvious and desirable to have used the user URL index customization as taught 
by Kelley to have improved Jacobson and Fields so that the search index could have been 
customized as taught by Kelley in col. 4 line 19-23 and col. 9 lines 22-24. 

Regarding dependent claims 3, 11, and 19, Jacob teaches permitting a user to search 
and adjust one or more categories of the subset of pages maintained by the index server in fig. 1, 
col. 1 lines 52-63, and col. 2 line 33 - col. 3 line 50. Jacobson does not teach verifying that a 
uniform resource locator address for the proposed page is valid and that the proposed page is not 
already indexed under the proposed one or more categories. Kelley teaches verifying that a 
uniform resource locator address for the proposed page is valid and that the proposed page is not 
already indexed under the proposed one or more categories in fig. 10, col. 4 lines 19-23, and col. 
9 lines 22-24. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined the teachings of Jacobson, Fields, and Kelley to have 
created the claimed invention. It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the user 
URL index customization as taught by Kelley to have improved Jacobson and Fields so that the 
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search index could have been customized as taught by Kelley in col. 4 line 19-23 and col. 9 lines 
22-24. 

Regarding dependent claims 4, 12, and 20, Jacob teaches permitting a user to search 
and adjust one or more categories of the subset of pages maintained by the index server in fig. 1, 
col. 1 lines 52-63, and col. 2 line 33 - col. 3 line 50. Jacobson does not teach subsequently 
allowing other users to search the proposed page when searching one or more of the proposed 
one or more categories. Kelley teaches subsequently allowing other users to search the proposed 
page when searching one or more of the proposed one or more categories in fig. 10, col. 4 lines 
19-23, and col. 9 lines 22-24. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have combined the teachings of Jacobson, Fields, and Kelley to 
have created the claimed invention. It would have been obvious and desirable to have used the 
user URL index customization as taught by Kelley to have improved Jacobson and Fields so that 
the search index could have been customized as taught by Kelley in col. 4 line 19-23 and col. 9 
lines 22-24. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-24 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new grounds of rejection. The Examiner has found the new prior art references of 
Jacobsen et al. which teaches pre-filtering to a subset of a hierarchical collection of documents 
prior to executing a keyword search and Fields et al. which teaches creating link information 
permitting execution of specific searches of an index server. The Examiner believes the 
combination of these references teaches the limitations of the invention as presently claimed. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Mears et al., US 6,438,580 Bl filed 3/30/1998 discloses an interactive 
knowledgebase. Bollay, US 6,457,009 Bl filed 1 1/9/1998 discloses searching multiple internet 
resident databases using search fields in a generic form. Sumita et al., US 6,073,170 filed 

1 1/14/1997 discloses information filtering using topic management. Dayal, "Database 
Technology at a Crossroads", ACM Computing Surveys, volume 28, issue 4es, December 1996, 
pages 1 and 2 discloses an overview of database technology. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter J. Smith whose telephone number is 571-272-4101. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mondays-Fridays 7:00am-3:30pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather R. Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



PJS 

10/28/2005 




